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NARA RG104, Entry 1, Box 128 


[Abstract:] Enquires how the amount charged for alloy is arrived... 1119 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
December 4, 1882 


Sir 


Referring to your abstract sheets accompanying your Bullion accounts for the quarter 
ended September 30, 1882. I will thank you to inform me how you arrive at the amount charged 
for alloy entered on the sheets. 


The regulations provide (page 7) that the alloy charges shall be 2¢ per ounce Troy on the 
number of ounces of copper required to reduce the Bullion to standard. 


It would seem as if the proper method of arriving at the amount to be charged on five 
Gold deposits, would be to take 1/10 of the standard weight of Gold as the number of ounces of 
copper required; and on other deposits containing bathe gold and silver, the same rule would 
apply with perhaps an allowance for the Silver which may be left as alloy, (or not allowed the 
depositor) under the regulations, deducting 1/99 of the standard weight of Gold, as the standard 
weight of Silver left for alloy. 


From an examination of your abstract sheets it would appear that you have followed a 
different method, and I will thank you to inform me what method you pursue in arriving at the 
amount to be charged as alloy in Gold deposits, and also whether you have ever received any 
instructions on the subject. 


Your attention is invited to gold deposit, receipt No. 1184, made on the 8th day of August 
1882 by Hagatoy and Thorpe, the alloy charge on which is entered on your sheets as One Dollar. 


I will thank you to inform me how you arrive at that amount! 


Very respectfully 
Horatio C. Burchard 
Director 


A. Loudon Snowden, Esq. 
Superintendent U.S. Mint 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


